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remedies in a form which neither admits of
doubt nor is calculated to give rise to mis-
takes. The inconvenience and risk occa-
sioned by some of the alterations in the late
London Pharmacopoeia were pointed out
soon after its publication, and daily experi-
ence has since confirmed the justness of the
criticisms.
One of the most obvious deviations from
the principle alluded to is the employment
of a term in one edition which is used with
a different signification in a former one. No
disadvantage could arise from the introduc-
tion of new substances, or compounds, pro-
vided they were distinguished by proper
designations ; but if the strength or compo-
sition be altered while the old name is re-
tained, or if the names be transposed, as in
the case of the carbonates, every prescrip-
tion in which these articles occur is equi-
vocal.
Those who consider this subject theore-
tically may suppose that this disadvantage is
temporary, and that in a year or two after
the publication of a Pharmacopoeia it must,
as a matter of course, become universally
adopted by practitioners as well as by those
who compound medicine. But this is not
the case. The London Pharmacopoeia has
been published about two years, and yetthe
new nomenclature is very partially adopted,
and we frequently hear physicians in great
practice assert, that they never prescribe
from the new book at all, but adhere to the
former names and formulae. This eircuni-
stance places the druggist in a difficult situ-
ation. If, for instance, a physician orders
hydrocyanic acid, proportioning the dose
according to Scheele’s strength,and the drug-
gist prepares the prescription according to
the new form, the patient only takes about a
third of the quantity intended; the remedy
fails to produce the desired effect, and the
druggist suffers the imputation of using a
drug which is inert. This is not an imagi-
nary case.
I have lately mentioned cases of this kind
which have come under my notice, to several
medical men, who were not aware that this
liability to errors existed; it being com-
monly supposed by those whose occupation
does not lead them to study the intricacies 
of pharmaceutical chemistry, that unless
they wish to prescribe any new remedies
they are not obliged to depart from the forms
to which they are accustomed. While,
therefore, the druggist is desirous of com-
plying implicitly with the orders of the Col-
lege which the Pharmacopoeia contains, he
is constantly incurring the risk of deviating
from the intention of those practitioners
who prefer adhering to the old forms, or
whose time is too much occupied to allow
them to study the new nomenclature. My
reason for mentioning these facts is, that the
subject appears to have been overlooked,
from the circumstance that it is not likely
to occur to those who are practically unac-
quainted with the dispensing of prescrip-
tions ; and if it were taken into considera-
tion in revising a Pharmacopoeia, the evil
might easily be avoided.
There is another apparent oversight in the
edition above alluded to, viz., that some of
the names of substances of opposite charac-
ters are so alike as to be liable to be mis-
taken for one another when written in pre-
scriptions. In some cases, where this was
purposely avoided in former Pharmaco-
poeias, the importance of it has been forgot-
ten in the late edition. If it be objected
that this remark is frivolous, I need only
refer to the numerous prescriptions which
constantly come under the notice of the dis-
i pensing chemist, in which the fact is exem-
plified.
The alteration in the measure is also at-
tended with disadvantage. It has been
shown, and cannot be denied, that the old
measure affords greater facility for the cal-
culation of quantities, while no reason has
been given for the change, excepting that
the imperial pint is used by publicans and
other persons in trade. But in this, as in
other cases, the inconvenience is only ob-
served by those who suffer from it. I am,
Sir, yours respectfully,
338, Oxford-street, Aug. 8,1839.
JACOB BELL.
OFFER TO HOSPITALS.
EXTRACTS BY
SPONTANEOUS EVAPORATION.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR:&mdash;Believing that extracts made by
spontaneous evaporation will be found to be
far more active than those preparations
when made by heat (however low the tem-
perature), I have tried various methods, in
order to facilitate that process, the tedious-
ness of which, as hitherto performed, has
precluded the possibility of their being manu-
factured in any considerable quantity. I
have invented a plan by which the whole
process can be completed in a few hours,
by which means fermentation; or decompo-
sition, is prevented.
I hare made a few pounds weight of ex-
tractum hyoscyami, and ext. conii, upon this
principle, and should have much pleasure
in presenting them, on application, in small
parcels, to any professional gentleman prac-
tising at our public hospitals who may
wish to test their efficacy and report thereon,
for the information of the profession, through
the medium of the medical periodicals.
Being anxious to ascertain whether they
possess the merit I have ascribed to them,
will you do me the favour to notice this
communication in the next number of your
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valuable periodical? and you will oblige,
Sir, yours respectfully,
13, Blackfriars-road,
Aug. 9, 1839.
JOHN FREEMAN,
Pharmaceutical Chemist.
THE CARE REQUIRED IN VACCINATION.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR:&mdash;In common with the greater parl
of the profession I beg to return my thanks
. for the great benefits produced by your ex.
ertions, both to the public and ourselves ;
and although your pen is occasionally, per.
haps, too sarcastically used, yet, upon the
whole, it has been usefally and praisewor-
thily wielded; and were it put to the vote,
"THE LANCET or no LANCET?" the aves would
have it by a larger majority than &laquo; tzvo."
Your contemplated motion next Session, re-
specting vaccination, is pregnant with ad-
vantage to society, and sure am I that (if
carried) all parties will have reason to thank
you. The public, of late years, have been
undecided as to the protecting influence of
vaccine, arising from the numerous instances
of subsequent small-pox, never dreaming
that this has been produced partly by the
inattention of those who have vaccinated,
and partly by the cupidity of a section of
men who, for love of lucre, continue to
patronise the old method. Were you to
attend any of the stations you would be
surprised what little regard is paid to the
selection of lymph, and what rude, dirty
instruments are sent to be charged. I re-
collect the old Quaker, Walker, who had a
a filthy, blunt, abscess lancet sent to him,
saying, in his quaint way, to the bearer,
Go, tell thy master, that when he sends a
proper object, instead of a bit of iron hoop,
he shall be supplied." To another, who
brought some pieces of broken window-
glass, smeared with putty, "Say to thy
master that I have more regard for my
pearls (lymph) than to cast them before
swine." Dr. Janner was particularly nice in
all these points, and I need only refer to his
first work to prove how much stress he laid
on all these minutiae :-
" Dids’t never see two pearly drops of dew
The rose’s velvet leaf adorn " 
This is the character which every man
should keep in view when making his selec-
tion for lymph, taking care that nothing
else shall be introduced. With this precau-
tion, and attention to the graduated scale
of Dr. Jenner, as regards vaccination deve-
lopment, it will stand the test of time firm
as adamantine rock:’ I think I am justified
in making this statement, as I have a re-
corded list of more than 3000 cases, and
only one patient have I known out of this
number to be subsequently visited by small-
pox. I am, Sir, your constant reader,
August, 1839. INVESTIGATOR.
LIVERPOOL APOTHECARIES’
COMPANY.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR:&mdash;Allow me to direct your attention
to the proceedings of a large body of our
brethren in Liverpool, and those members of
the Provincial Medical and Surgical Asso-
ciation who lately met in that town to dis-
cuss the interests and duties of our profes-
sion, in connection with quackery. You
will regret, with me, that the force of exam-
ple, on that occasion, was not united with
the precepts upheld by the Association,
through their section on quackery. Per-
haps the Directors of the Association were
not aware, when it was agreed to visit
Liverpool, that forty-seven resident medical
men held shares in a large drug and quack-
medicine establishment recently formed
there, called the Liverpool Apothecaries’
Company, some of the first physicians and
surgeons being actually Directors in the
concern.
At one of the late meetings of the Pro-
vincial Association in Liverpool, after Dr.
Cowan had read the report on quackery,
some gentleman, probably a non-proprietor,
made allusion to the dealing in quack medi-
cines by this Company. The charge was
warmly repelled by Dr. Gillon, the late
chairman of the Company, who is reported,
in the 
 Standard," to have confessed "that
all Hnnrnach to dealing in the manner al-
lnded to had been discouraged in the utmost
possible manner that was consistent with
the interests of the institution." Cui prodest
scelus, isfecit, says Seneca. Dr. Gillon con-
cluded by proving " that the gentlemen con-
nected with the Liverpool Apothecaries’
Company were as respectable as those who
accused them." I do not know how it was
that Dr. Cowan and his enlightened coad-
jutors on quackery allowed the question to
drop. Perhaps they felt awed by the pre-
sence of so large a proportion of gentlemen
who were personally interested in ,he sale
of these quack medicines, and daily in the
habit of sending their prescriptions to the
establishment. I am informed that the dis-
cussion was stopped by the President of the
Association, a shareholder in the Drug Com-
pany, stating that the affair was of " too
local a nature to be discussed at the general
meeting." I am at a loss to know how any
abuse can be " too local " for the Argus eye
of a Society which wanders about the pro-
vinces, shedding the pure light of science in
every quarter. It certainly is not quite
consistent with the dignity of the profession,
that its members should become agents for
" Cockle’s Antibilious Pills," " Barclay’s
Itch Ointment," and "Atkinson’s Infant
Preservative."
As these statements may seem incredible,
allow me to say that I possess a printed
